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Optionsdebate gets under Way
THE QUESTION facing South Africans
was not whether negotiations over power
sharing will eventually take place, that
would inevitably happen. HThe real ques-
tion facing South Africa today is: Do we
reach the negotiation table before war,
thus preventing a war, or do we have to
go there after a civil war?"

This was one of the important points
made by Dr Alex Boraine; executive
director of IDASA, in Durban this month
when heformallylaunched the"Options
forthe Futurelldebate series on constitu-
tional proposals for South Africa which
are being hosted by the institute at forums
and workshopsthroughoutthecountry.
Dr Boraine said the South African state

had the keytothe process of negotiations,
and the ANC was an important force in
the negotiation process - whether its
adversaries like it or not. IDASA, he
pointed out, stood squarely in the arena
of negotiation politics and wanted to
urge people to Hnegotiate away from
apartheidlltowards a democraticsociety
with real power sharing. lt hoped to put
across this message at the tloptions"
workshops.
One of the speakers at the workshop,

Prof Dawid van Wyk,

Natal Indian Congress, lnkatha institute,
the Democratic Party, Housewives Lea-
gue and the Durban Chamber of Com-
merce,attendedthe Durbanforum and
joinedinthelively debatewhich followed
the formal addresses.
Among the speakers who shared the

platform with Dr Boraine at the launch-

echoed the sentl- can for nationwide campaign to
ment expressed by
Dr Boraine) saying convince whites they're wanted and
that a need existed
for a "massive edu-
tional process" to convince whites that
they are needed and wanted in a "non-
apartheid" South Africa.
The publication ofa set of constitution-

al guidelines by the African National
Congress last year presented South
Africans of all convictions with yet an-
other constitutional option for their
future. This has also provided IDASA
with an ideal opportunity to develop a
debatearoundallavailableconstitutional
options for the future. Mkshops
will culminateIn a conference on con-
stitutionalhmin
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Some 200 people, representingawide

range of organisations including the

needed in a 'non-apartheid' SA

ingevent in Durban was Pietermaritzburg
community leader Mr Harry Gwala, a
former senior political prisoner who
was released last year. Mr Cwala is a
listed person and may not be quoted.
Listening to his address, however, one
realised againthatthehistory ofthe black
experience of Western democracy and
Christian values in South Africa made
their rejection of these values almost
inevitable. The South African Act of
1909, for example,entrenched white pri-
vilege. and the 1913 Land Act robbed
millions of black people of their land.

Prof Van Wyk. professor of constitu-
tional law at Unisa and director of the
Kwazulu Natal lndaba,saidthetime was
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Constitutional
proposals for SA
assessed in workshops
around country
 

ripe like never before to change ideas
and motivate people to become involved
in things that influence their everyday
lives.

He said the ANClsconstitutional uide- 
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Sourcc: Jain, Size Distribution ofIncome. pp. 108-109.
Sourcc: Jnin, Size Distribution oflncame. P- 77-  

Note: Gini coefficient. 1953 : .5762;Gini cocfficicnl, 1972 : .2843.
Note: Gini coefficient, I963 : .5390;Gini coefficient. I969 : .5827.
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SELECTED INCOME DISTRIBUTION DATA

 

Rank of Gini Z of Income Going to I HClni Average Net

index Country Top Bottom Ratio of top Index Change in

Inequality decile decile to bottom 6:2: izgize

Brazil .   .06

Peru . --.02

Mexico

Malaysia

Philippines

France

Guatemala

Tanzania

Netherlands

Argentina

El Salvador

Japan

Italy

Seat Germany

United States

Sweden

Pakistan

Norway

Sri Lanka

South Korea

Yugoslavia

United Kingdom

Israel

Australia

Canada

Taiwhn

Hungary

East Germany

 

Snurces: Chenery et a1; Galtung; Farl Deutsch Politics & Government, 1980 


